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From: Moutoux, Nicole
To: Yoai, David; Parker. Heather
Subject: FW: TASC Request - denied in favor of workgroup being only voice heard
Date: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:43:01 PM
Attachments: pra_tasc.pdf
image001.png
image002.png

Nicole G. Moutoux

Assistant Director
Enforcement Division, ENF-4
Moutoux.Nicole@epa.gov
Office: 415-972-3012

Cell: 415-271-0701

From: Nicole Moutoux [mailto:Moutoux.Nicole@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:17 PM

To: Moutoux, Nicole <Moutoux.Nicole@epa.gov>

Subject: Fw: TASC Request - denied in favor of workgroup being only voice heard

Nicole G. Moutoux
Superfund Division
Project Manager
(415)972-3012

moutoux.hicole@epa.gov

----- Forwarded by Nicole Moutoux/R9/USEPA/US on 10/07/2016 03:16 PM -----

From: Nicole Moutoux/R9/USEPA/US

To: John Lyons/R9/USEPA/US@EPA,

Date: 06/30/2010 02:22 PM

Subject: Fw: TASC Request - denied in favor of workgroup being only voice heard

see the pdf

Nicole G. Moutoux
Superfund Division
Project Manager
(415)972-3012

moutoux.hicole@epa.gov

----- Forwarded by Nicole Moutoux/R9/USEPA/US on 06/30/2010 02:22 PM -----

From: cwalsh@cleanuprocketdyne.org

To: Michael Montgomery/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
Cc: "Brian \(CA-24\) Miller" <bjmiller@mail.house.gov>, Craig Cooper/R9/USEPA/US@EPA, David

Cooper/R9/USEPA/US@EPA, Gregg Dempsey/LV/USEPA/US@EPA, Jane Diamond/R9/USEPA/US@EPA, LISA
PINTO <Lisa.Pinto@mail.house.gov>, Nicole Moutoux/R9/USEPA/US@EPA, RBrausch@dtsc.ca.gov

Date: 06/02/2010 07:10 AM

Subject:  TASC Request - denied in favor of workgroup being only voice heard




Dear Mr. Montgomery,

The request for TASC support should not have any bearing on whether
the EPA chooses to ''support the workgroup'™ based on requests from
Congressional Staff, | cannot imagine that EPA is interpreting such a
request to mean refusing to provide independent technical support to
our commun|t¥? Did Congress actually ask you to make sure this
community only has one voice and one source for information? and that
it not be EPA but rather one individual? These sound like objectives
for one individual, and not for several surrounding communities of one
of the earliest nuclear accidents on U.S. soil.

This partial nuclear meltdown has gone largely unnoticed by our

federal and state governments until State DTSC Project Director Mr.
Norman Riley, who 1n his_ short involvement, was finally able to

secure a Consent Order signed by ALL responsible parties to move
forward with real investigation and clean-up despite the inaction and
federal fTinger-pointing that has gone on for decades despite the
existence of_a "workgroup™ for over twenty years. Now, It appears

that no one is adhering to the law, including the regulators themselves.

Isn"t EPA and Congress charged with representing citizengs) and that
we all should have a voice, when we are the ones being affected? Mr.
Hirsch lives closer to Sacramento than to this community for good
reason: His objectives are politically driven, whereas our community
is impacted through public health and we are already here. Your
objectives should put us clearly in the front of that line. But
instead, we are not afforded a voice in that process where these
politically-driven decisions are being made. Our requests for
independent resources of technical expertise have been denied at every
turn. This community needs technical expertise for the ?urpose of
scientific analysis so that the issues can be more clearly understood
bg the Iarger community that is impacted. In fact, that is exactly
what this diverse community needs.

I have attached a document which I received through a public records
act request, which shows that the promise that our communities
multiple TASC requests will "never go anywhere"™ are strictly to
protect Mr. Hirsch"s stage show (workgroup), rather than providing
this much needed benefit to our community who has been impacted for
half a century with very little action resulting in clean-up.

We who live in the communities below the site, are not interested in
stretchin% this out for decades more for political benefit. Time is

art of the factor that brings toxic and nuclear exposure into our

ives. The number of people who live within a few miles of the site
today, has_grown from a few thousand when it began, to closer to
50,000 residents considering the 5-mile impact 1n all directions from
the site, and we are being excluded from the process by refusing to
allow for any other voices to be heard.

Is Mr. Hirsch right? that our requests to EPA will never go anywhere
as long as he says so0?

This is very disturbing and disapﬁointing for our communities who have
waited for so long for some real help and real answers as rainy

seasons come and go, draining down into our communities year after year.
I await your clarifying response.

Sincerely,

Christina Walsh

cleanuprocketdyne.org

8189225123

Quoting Montgomery.Michael@epamail .epa.gov:
Thank You Christina -

workgroup. We will discuss this with Congressional staff and work with
the State to come up with some suggestions which 1 would hope we could
share with you and others in the near future. We are in a difficult
position as we have been asked by Congressional reps to continue

VVVVVVYV

We have been recently hearing and receiving a lot of feedback around the



supporting the workgroup even though the State is the lead agency. 1 want
you to know that we take the concerns of community regarding transparency
and democratic processes very seriously.

Michael M. Montgomery, Assistant Director
Federal Facilities and Site Cleanup Branch
U.S. EPA Region IX

(415) 972-3438

montgomery.michael@epa.gov
(See attached file: pra_tasc.pdf)
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